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Issuance of Amendment published in
the Federal Register on December 27,
2000 (65 FR 81930). However, by letter
dated October 19, 2001, the licensee
withdrew the proposed change. The
withdrawal request was based on the
extended time period General Electric
Company (GE) is projecting to resolve a
defect that was reported to the
Commission pursuant to part 21 of Title
10 of the Code of Federal Regulations
(10 CFR part 21). The defect pertains to
GE’s OPRM setpoint methodology as
detailed in letters from GE to the
Commission dated June 29 and August
31, 2001. The defect could result in non-
conservative OPRM trip setpoints. The
OPRM is currently installed at HCGS
with the RPS trip function disabled.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated November 29, 2000,
as supplemented August 10, 2001, and
the licensee’s letter dated October 19,
2001, which withdrew the application
for license amendment. Documents may
be examined, and/or copied for a fee, at
the NRC’s Public Document Room,
located at One White Flint North, 11555
Rockville Pike (first floor), Rockville,
Maryland. Publicly available records
will be accessible electronically from
the Agencywide Documents Access and
Management Systems (ADAMS) Public
Electronic Reading Room on the internet
at the NRC Web site, http://
www.nrc.gov/reading-rm.html. Persons
who do not have access to ADAMS or
who encounter problems in accessing
the documents located in ADAMS,
should contact the NRC Public
Document Room (PDR) Reference staff
by telephone at 1–800–397–4209, 301–
415–4737 or by email to pdr@nrc.gov.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 28th day
of November 2001.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Richard B. Ennis,
Project Manager, Section 2, Project
Directorate I, Divisionof Licensing Project
Management Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regualtion.
[FR Doc. 01–29971 Filed 12–3–01; 8:45 am]
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AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
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ACTION: Notice of consideration of
request for temporary exemption.

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (Commission) is
considering the issuance of a temporary
exemption from the requirement to
perform an emergency preparedness
(EP) exercise every 2 years for the
Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant
operated by the United States
Enrichment Corporation (USEC). The
request for temporary exemption is
necessary because USEC had to
postpone the required scheduled EP
exercise because of the terrorist attacks
on the United States, lack of availability
of Federal agencies, and the current
heightened alert status of the plant.
USEC expects to conduct the EP
exercise by April 30, 2002. The NRC has
prepared an environmental assessment
with a finding of no significant impact
on the request.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dan
E. Martin, Project Manager, Special
Projects Branch, Division of Fuel Cycle
and Safeguards, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, telephone: (301)
415–7254, e-mail dem1@nrc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission is considering the issuance
of a temporary exemption from the
requirement to perform an emergency
preparedness exercise every 2 years,
pursuant to 10 CFR part 76, for the
Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant
(PORTS), operated by USEC. The
facility is authorized to use Special
Nuclear Material (SNM) in the
enrichment of natural uranium to
prepare low-enriched uranium to be
used by others in the fabrication of
nuclear fuel pellets and fuel assemblies
and operates near Piketon, Ohio.

The PORTS facility was scheduled to
conduct an EP exercise on September
12, 2001. This exercise was postponed
because of the terrorist attacks on the
United States that occurred on
September 11, 2001. Because of the
ongoing high alert status of the plant,
and the need to coordinate with several
offsite agencies and groups, the PORTS
EP exercise will not be performed this
calendar year. USEC expects to conduct
the exercise no later than April 30,
2002.

The last EP exercise conducted at the
PORTS facility was held on September
14, 1999. USEC’s Emergency Plan, in
accordance with 10 CFR 76.91(l),
requires that plant personnel plan and
conduct biennial EP exercises. Because
the next exercise will not be conducted
during calendar year 2001, USEC has
requested a temporary exemption from

the requirement to conduct biennial EP
exercises. The NRC staff has prepared
an environmental assessment of the
proposed action and reached a finding
of no significant impact.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of the Proposed Action

The proposed action would grant
temporary schedular relief from the
requirement pursuant to 10 CFR 76.91(l)
to perform a biennial EP exercise during
calendar year 2001. The proposed action
would allow USEC to conduct the
PORTS 2001 biennial exercise as late as
April 30, 2002. The proposed action is
in accordance with USEC’s request for
exemption dated October 4, 2001.

Need for the Proposed Action

The proposed action is necessary to
support a request to USEC by the United
States Department of Energy (DOE) that
the EP exercise scheduled for September
12, 2001, be postponed until calendar
year 2002. Furthermore, because of the
heightened state of security alert that
the plant is under and the unavailability
of some participants, USEC has
determined that it would not be prudent
to hold the 2001 biennial EP exercise
during calendar year 2001. Allowing the
delay would avoid overlap with the
current state of high alert and allow
fuller participation by other agencies
and groups.

Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The proposed action would not
materially affect the emergency
response capabilities of the PORTS
facility. The last EP exercise was
conducted on September 14, 1999, and
there were no issues identified which
required immediate corrective action.
NRC reviews and inspections since the
1999 exercise have not identified a
decline in the effectiveness of USEC’s
emergency response capability. The
postponement should have no impact
on the effectiveness of USEC’s
emergency response capability. The
proposed action will not increase the
probability or consequences of
accidents, no changes are being made in
the amounts or types of any effluents
that could be released offsite, and there
is no increase in individual or
cumulative radiation exposure.
Accordingly, the Commission concludes
that there are no significant radiological
impacts associated with the proposed
action.

With regard to potential
nonradiological impacts, the proposed
action does not affect nonradiological
plant effluents and has no other
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environmental impact. Accordingly, the
Commission concludes that there are no
significant nonradiological impacts
associated with the proposed action.

Alternatives to the Proposed Action

Since the Commission has concluded
that there is no discernible
environmental impact associated with
the proposed action, any alternatives
with equal or lesser impact need not be
evaluated. As an alternative to the
proposed action, the staff considered
denial of the proposed action. Denial of
the proposed action would result in no
change in environmental impacts and
would result in hardship to USEC, DOE,
and perhaps other participants. The
environmental impacts of the proposed
action and the alternative action are
similar.

Alternative Use of Resources

The proposed action does not involve
the use of any resources beyond those
already necessary to conduct the EP
exercise during 2001, and would merely
delay the exercise.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

In accordance with its stated policy,
the NRC staff consulted with State of
Ohio official, Carol O’Claire, Supervisor,
Radiological Branch, Ohio Emergency
Management Agency, and U.S.
Department of Energy official Randall
M. DeVault, Group Leader, Transition
and Technology Group, Office of
Nuclear Fuel Security and Uranium
Technology, regarding the
environmental impact of the proposed
action. No objections were received.

Consultations with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service and the State Historic
Preservation Officer were not performed
because of the lack of any conceivable
impact to fish and wildlife or historic
assets.

Finding of No Significant Impact

Based on the environmental
assessment, the Commission concludes
that the proposed action will not have
a significant effect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
Commission has determined not to
prepare an environmental impact
statement for the proposed action.

List of Preparers

This document was prepared by Dan
E. Martin, Project Manager, Special
Projects Branch, Division of Fuel Cycle
Safety and Safeguards, Office of Nuclear
Material Safety and Safeguards. Mr.
Martin is the Project Manager for the
Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant.

For further details with respect to the
proposed action, see the USEC letter

request dated October 4, 2001, available
for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room
at One White Flint North, 11555
Rockville Pike, Rockville, MD, and
accessible electronically through the
ADAMS Public Electronic Reading
Room link at the NRC Web Site
(http://www.nrc.gov).

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 26th day
of November, 2001.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Eric J. Leeds,
Chief, Special Projects Branch, Division of
Fuel Cycle Safety and Safeguards, Office of
Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards.
[FR Doc. 01–29969 Filed 12–3–01; 8:45 am]
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Sunshine Federal Register Notice;
Sunshine Act Meeting

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: Nuclear
Regulatory Commission.

DATE: Weeks of December 3, 10, 17, 24,
31, 2001, January 7, 2002.

PLACE: Commissioners’ Conference
Room, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland.

STATUS: Public and Closed.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Week of December 3, 2001

Monday, December 3, 2001

2 p.m.—Briefing on Status of Steam
Generator Action Plan (Public
Meeting) (Contact: Maitri Banerjee,
301–415–2277).

Wednesday, December 5, 2001

1:25 p.m.—Affirmation Session (Public
Meeting) (if needed).

1:30 p.m.—Meeting with Advisory
Committee on Reactor Safeguards
(ACRS) (Public Meeting) (Contact:
John Larkins, 301–415–7360).

Week of December 10, 2001—Tentative

There are no meetings scheduled for
the Week of December 10, 2001.

Week of December 17, 2001—Tentative

There are no meetings scheduled for
the Week of December 17, 2001.

Week of December 24, 2001—Tentative

There are no meetings scheduled for
the Week of December 24, 2001.

Week of December 31, 2001—Tentative

There are no meetings scheduled for
the Week of December 31, 2001.

Week of January 7, 2001—Tentative

Wednesday, January 9, 2002
9:30 a.m.—Meeting with Advisory

Committee on Nuclear Waste (ACNW)
(Public Meeting) (Contact: John
Larkins, 301–415–7360).
* The schedule for Commission

meetings is subject to change on short
notice. To verify the status of meetings
call (recording)—(301) 415–1292.
Contact person for more information:
David Louis Gamberoni (301) 415–1651.

The NRC Commission Meeting
Schedule can be found on the Internet
at: http://www.nrc.gov

This notice is distributed by mail to
several hundred subscribers; if you no
longer wish to receive it, or would like
to be added to the distribution, please
contact the Office of the Secretary,
Washington, DC 20555 (301–415–1969).
In addition, distribution of this meeting
notice over the Internet system is
available. If you are interested in
receiving this Commission meeting
schedule electronically, please send an
electronic message to dkw@nrc.gov.

Dated: November 29, 2001.
Sandra M. Joosten,
Executive Assistant, Office of the Secretary.
[FR Doc. 01–30091 Filed 11–30–01;12:25 pm]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Regulatory Guide; Issuance,
Availability

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has issued revisions of two guides in its
Regulatory Guide Series. This series has
been developed to describe and make
available to the public such information
as methods acceptable to the NRC staff
for implementing specific parts of the
Commission’s regulations, techniques
used by the staff in evaluating specific
problems or postulated accidents, and
data needed by the staff in its review of
applications for permits and licenses.

Revision 2 of Regulatory Guide 1.142,
‘‘Safety-Related Concrete Structures for
Nuclear Power Plants (Other than
Reactor Vessels and Containments,’’
provides guidance on methods
acceptable to the NRC staff for
complying with the NRC’s regulations
on the design, evaluation, and quality
assurance of safety-related nuclear
concrete structures, excluding concrete
reactor vessels and concrete
containments.

Revision 2 of Regulatory Guide 1.143,
‘‘Design Guidance for Radioactive Waste
Management Systems, Structures, and
Components Installed in Light-Water-
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